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REMARKS 



The Office action has been carefully considered. The Office action rejected 
claims 1-7 and 9-24 under 35 U.S.C. § 102(a) as bsing anticipated by U.S. Patent 
No. 6,714,220 B1 to Sigl et al. ("Sigl"). Further, the Office action also rejected 
claim 8 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpateqtable over Sigl in view of U.S. 
Patent Publication No.2002/0085038 to Cobbley etlal. ("Cobbley"). Finally, the 
Office action rejected claim 6 under 35 U.S.C. §1 1I>, second paragraph for lack of 
antecedent basis regarding the term "the field". Ap plicant has amended claim 6 to 
obviate the rejection based on lack of antecedent b< 
claim rejections, applicant respectfully disagrees. 

By present amendment, claims 1, 6, 11, anc 
clarification and not in view of the prior art. Applies i 
filed were patentable over the prior art of record, and that the amendments herein 
are for purposes of clarifying the claims and/or for expediting allowance of the 
claims and not for reasons related to patentability, 
requested. 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the intervl< 



ew held (by telephone) on 
August 20, 2004. During the interview, the Examiner and applicants attorney 
discussed the claims with respect to the prior art. f he essence of applicant's 
position is incorporated in the remarks below. 

Prior to discussing reasons why the applicant believes that the claims in this 
application are clearly allowable in view of the teaciings of the cited and applied 
references, a brief description of the present invemion is presented. 
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The present invention is directed to a method and system for automatically 
selecting a software input method and/or adjusting the keys displayed on a 
software input panel of a software input method ba sed on the state of an 
application, e.g., a state corresponding to the currently focused field in which data 
is to be entered. The application may be independent from the software input 
method and its input panel, in that, for example, visually any application can be 
used interchangeably with virtually any input methcd. Thus, various enabling 
applications and various input methods may interact without necessarily having 
knowledge of one another's features or capabilities. Furthermore, the keys need 
not be individual characters, but can represent strir gs of characters or other 
symbols, such as those most likely to be needed by a user when entering data. 
For example, when editing in a browser's address lield, the user's rnost-recently 
accessed Internet and/or Intranet websites may appear on displayed keys for easy 
selection, along with strings such as "http:/" "www." and/or ".corn" that are 
frequently needed. 

In one implementation, an application may cbmmunicate with a software 
input method manager to provide the software input method manager with 
information related to a desired input method. For example, the application may 
communicate state information corresponding to a leld identifier, whereby the 
software input method manager can select an apprDpriate input method for that 



field. Note that this may occur when the field initial 
some other time, such as when a user has entered 



Further, the application may provide some of the di splayed key choices to the 



y receives focus, or can be at 
a certain character or string. 
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software input method, such as via the software ii 
keys may reflect what the application wants di 
e.g., a favorites or most recently used list, with 
user selection. 

Note that the above description is for 
only, and should not be used to interpret the claim ^ 

Rejections under §102(a) 

Turning to the claims, amended claim 1 
provide user input to an application program, 
input methods that are independent of the 
method having an input panel configured to receive 
interaction therewith, and a software input method 
application program, the software input method 
of the input methods based on a state of the 
interaction with the input panel of the input method 
application program. 

The Office action rejected claim 1 as being 
specifically, the Office action contends that Sigl 
input using a plurality of software input methods 
application program (numeric keypads are common 
with a panel configured to receive the user input 
2, Ref. 3.2) therewith and a software input method 
one of the input methods based on the state of the 



infcut method manager, so that the 
displaced and/or what they represent, 
representative names to display for 

example and informational purposes 
, which are discussed below. 
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a system configured to 

a plurality of software 
program, each software input 
user input based on user 
nanager independent of the 
configured to select one 
program, to enable user 
to provide input to the 



manager < 



applic ation 



anticipated by Sigl. More 
teaphes a system to provide user 
(subset panels) independent of the 

to many applications), each 
ba|sed on user interaction (Figure 
nanager configured to select 
applications program (field 
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input 



of the 



are 



selected) to enable the user to interact with that 
program (Figure 3, Ref. 3.5 and 3.6). Applicant 

Sigl teaches, generally, a single application 
capable of providing multiple input keys for different 
of a control application. The actual appearance 
depends on the nature and type of the parameters. 
Sigl. However, the parameters of the application 
to the virtual keys of the application, and the virtua 
meaningful with respect to the parameters provided 
column 5, line 5 of Sigl. Consequently, the system 
system having a single application program that 
input parameters all within the context of the single 

Quite differently, the present invention is di 
capable of being applied across a plurality of 
specifically, as recited in claim 1 , the system comp 
that are independent of the application program 
is also independent of the application program. In 
program may be any possible application program 
from a user. The software input method manager 
methods, being independent of the application projji 
input to any application program regardless of 

Simply put, Sigl does not teach a software 
independent of the application program 



respectfully- 



as 



context 



input 



Furthermore 
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method to the application 
disagrees, 
within a computer system that is 
parameters within the context 

input fields on the screen 
See column 4, lines 60-63 of 
only meaningful with respect 
keys of the application are only 
. See column 4, line 63 to 
disclosed in Sigl is a closed 

input fields and interprets 
application. 

to a method and system 
programs. More 
ises a plurality of input methods 
a software input manager that 
his manner, the application 
that typically receives inputs 

well as the plurality of input 
ram, may be used to provide 
, platform, or execution state, 
method manager that is 
, Sigl does not teach a 



provides 



directed 



application 



and 
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plurality of input methods also independent from any application program. Sigl 
teaches a single application program having integrated input methods that are 
determined by the context of the application program itself and not by any sort of 
software input method manager. Applicant submits, therefore, that claim 1 is 
allowable over the prior art of record for at least the se reasons. 

Applicant respectfully submits that dependent claims 2-7 and 9-10, by 
similar analysis, are also allowable. Each of these claims depends either directly 
or indirectly from claim 1 and consequently include 5 the recitations of independent 
claim 1. As discussed above, Sigl fails to disclose the recitations of claim 1 and 
therefore these claims are also allowable over the i >rior art of record. In addition to 
the recitations of claim 1 noted above, each of these dependent claims includes 
additional patentable elements. 

For example, claim 3 recites the system of c aim 1 , further comprising, a 
component external to the application program thai determines the state of the 
application and communicates the state to the software input method manager. 
Certainly, Sigl does not teach any components external to an application program 
that determine the state of the application program 

application program that is capable of different tnpit states as determined by the 
application program rtsetf. For at least this additional reason, applicant submits 
that claim 3 is allowable over the prior art of record 

As another example, claim 10 recites the me thod of claim 1 further 
comprising, a database of previous user input information, wherein the software 
input method configures at least some keys on the input panel based on the 
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previous user input information. Again, Sigl simply 
program capable of selecting its own input states 
construed to teach a database that allows a softwa 
independent of the application program itself) to 
input panel as recited in claim 10. Applicant 
at least this additional reason over the prior art of 

Turning to the next independent claim, 
computer-implemented method, comprising 
application program state data at a software input 
input method manager independent of the 
selected input method from a plurality of software 
input method being independent of the application 
panel configured to receive user input based on 
returning data to the application program 
input panel, the input panel having at least one 
returns a string of at least two characters to the 

The Office action rejected claim 1 1 as being 
action cited sections and references to Sigl that 
referenced in the rejection of claim 1 and recited a 
presented with respect to claim 1. Applicant 

As was discussed above with respect to 
single application program capable of determining 
appearance of an input panel based upon a 
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ussr 



corresponding 



were 



teaches a single application 
Certainly, Sigl cannot be 
re input method (that is 
ccjnfigure at least some keys on an 
that claim 10 is allowable for 
record. 

claim 1 1 recites a 
, from an application program, 
fjnethod manager, the software 

program, selecting a 
ijiput methods, each software 
urogram and having an input 
interaction therewith, and 
to user interaction with the 
displayed key that when actuated 
application program. 

anticipated by Sigl. The Office 

the same as those 
similar argument that was 
disagrees, 
claiin 1 , Sigl simply teaches a 
own input state and 

of its own state. In fact, 



respectfully 



its < 



deternn ination 
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struc ure 



par el 



are 



rece ving 



manager 



chosen, 



it appears that Sigl teaches a typical program 
reaches a first state, then it provide a first input 
reaches a second state, then it provide a second in 
result, the different input states and input panels 
context of the application program and without the 

Again quite differently, claim 11 recites 
application program at a software input method 
application program and selecting an input method 
application program. In this manner, the applicatio 
concerned with the input method that has been 
with the actual input (i.e., the data). Sigl, on the ot 
receiving, from an application program, application 
software input method manager, the software inpu 
of the application program. Nor does Sigl teach 
from a plurality of software input methods, each 
independent of the application program as recited 
that claim 1 1 is allowable over the prior art of recorb 

Applicant respectfully submits that depende it 
analysis, are also allowable. Each of these claims 
and consequently includes the recitations of ii 
above, Sigl fails to disclose the recitations of claim 
are also allowable over the prior art of record. In 



p. 18 



. If the application program 
; if the application program 
put panel; and so on. As a 
meaningless outside the 
context of each other, 
state data about an 
that is independent of the 
that also is independent of the 
i program need not be 

, but simply be concerned 
ter hand, does not teach 
program state data at a 
method manager independent 
a selected input method 
input method being 
n claim 11. Applicant submits 
for at least these reasons, 
claims 12 and 13, by similar 
depends directly from claim 1 1 
claim 11. As discussed 
1 1 and therefore these claims 
addition to the recitations of claim 



selecting 
so tware 



independent i 
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11 noted above, each of these dependent claims irj eludes additional patentable 
elements. 

Turning to the next independent claim, amended claim 14 recites a 
computer-implemented method, comprising receivhg application program state 
data at a software input method manager that is independent of an application 
program corresponding to the application program 
panel based on the application program state data, 

the application program, displaying keys on the inp jt panel to enable user 
interaction with the input panel, and returning key cata to the application program 
corresponding to user interaction with the input par el 

The Office action rejected claim 14 as being anticipated by Sigl. The Office 
action again cited sections and references to Sigl that were the same as those 



state data, selecting an input 
the input panel independent of 



referenced in the rejection of claim 1 and recited a 



similar argument that was 



presented with respect to claim 1 . Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Again, as was discussed above with respect] to claim 1, Sigl simply teaches 
a single application program capable of determining its own input state and 
appearance of an input panel based upon a deternr ination of its own state. If the 
application program reaches a first state, then it provide a first input panel; if the 
application program reaches a second state, then i provide a second input panel; 
and so on. As such, the different input states and input panels are meaningless 



outside the context of the application program and 
other. 



without the context of each 
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Again quite differently, claim 14 recites 
input method manager that is independent of the 
an input method that also is independent of the 
manner, the application program need not be 
has been chosen, but simply be concerned with 
Sigl, however, does not teach receiving application 
software input method manager that is independer t 
corresponding to the application program state data 
an input panel based on the application program 
independent of the application program as recited 
that claim 14 is allowable over the prior art of recortJ 

Applicant respectfully submits that dependent 
analysis, are also allowable. Each of these claims 
indirectly from claim 14 and consequently includes 
claim 14. As discussed above, Sigl fails to disclos^ 
therefore these claims are also allowable over the 
the recitations of claim 14 noted above, each of 
additional patentable elements. 

Rejections under §103(a) 

The Office action rejected claim 8 as being 
Cobbley. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

Neither Sigl nor Cobbley discloses nor 
Claim 8 depends directly from claim 1 and 



suggests 
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receiving state data at a software 
application program and selecting 
application program. In this 

with the input method that 
actual input (i.e., the data), 
program state data at a 
of an application program 
, nor does Sigl teach selecting 

data, the input panel 
claim 14. Applicant submits 
for at least these reasons, 
claims 15-24, by similar 
depends either directly or 
the recitations of independent 
the recitations of claim 14 and 
brior art of record. In addition to 
thqse dependent claims includes 



unpatentable over Sigl in view of 



the limitations of claim 1 . 
consequently includes the recitations of 
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independent claim 1. Applicant respectfully submits 
therefore allowable. In addition to the recitations 
includes additional patentable elements. To estab 
claimed invention, all of the claim limitations must 
prior ait (In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 
in a claim must be considered in judging the patenfabi 
prior art;" (In re Wilson, 424 F.2d 1382, 1385, 165 
For at least the foregoing reasons, factual and leg^l 
Sigl nor Cobbley, whether considered alone or in 
meet these requirements, and thus that the presen t 
establish prima facie obviousness as a matter of 
withdrawal of the rejection of pending claim 8 basefi 
respectfully requested . 

For at least these additional reasons, applicant 
are patentable over the prior art of record 
rejections in the Office action is respectfully reques 
application is earnestly solicited. 



any 



lc iw 
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that dependent claim 8 is 
claim 1 noted above, claim 8 
ish prima facie obviousness of a 
i >e taught or suggested by the 
(CCPA 1974)), and "all words 
fifty of that claim against the 
J JSPQ 494, 496 (CCPA 1970)). 
, applicants submit that neither 

permissible combination, 
Office action has failed to 

Reconsideration and 
on Sigl and/or Cobbley is 



Recons deration 



submits that all the claims 
and withdrawal of the 

ecJ and early allowance of this 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing remarks, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-24 
are patentable over the prior art of record, and thai 

proper form for allowance. A favorable action on ttye part of the Examiner is 
earnestly solicited. 

If in the opinion of the Examiner a telephone < 
prosecution of the subject application, the Examiner is invited to call the 
undersigned attorney at (425) 836-3030. 

Respectfully submitted, 



conference would expedite the 




Albert) 

Attorney fbr Applicant 
Law Offices of Albert S. Michalik, PLLC 
704 - 228ti Avenue NE, Suite 193 
Sammamish, WA 98074 
(425) 836-3030 
(425) 836-8957 (facsimile) 
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CERTIFICATE OF FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION 



I hereby certify that this Amendment, along with transmittal 
sheet, are being transmitted by facsimile to the United 
Trademark Office in accordance with 37 C.F.R. 1 



6(d) 



Date: November 1 1 , 2004 



2980 Second Amendment 




Albert S. Michalik 



and facsimile cover 
States Patent and 
on the date shown below: 
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